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Associate Dean Francis J. Larkin presents to 
Roger A. Jackson '66, Editor-in-Chief of SUI 
JURIS, the certificate shown on the cover. The 
certificate represents an award by the American 
Law Student Association to SUI JURIS as a 
"unique concept" in law school publication. The 
award was made at the annual meeting of the 
American Bar Association in Miami last Au-
gust. The annual competition, sponsored by the 
A.L.S.A. for law school publications attracted 
entries from over forty law schools. Mr. Jackson 
accepts the certificate from Dean Larkin on be-
half of W. Joseph Engler, Jr. '65 and Frank E. 
Green '65, co-Editors in Chief of SUI JURIS 
in the year for whic!J it won the award. 
Ed. Note: SUI JURIS is no longer eligible for 
the "unique concept" award, as the George-
town Law Center's journal has adopted a similar 
format. We wish them every good fortune and 
success with it. 
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The official activities of the Student Bar Associ-
ation began in early August when I represented 
Boston College as a delegate to the American Law 
Student Association convention in Miami. While the 
official theme of the meeting was "Education For 
Advocacy," underlying emphasis seemed to be upon 
improvement of the A.L.S.A. and increasing member-
ship in that organization. Their topics were certainly 
timely, but I disapprove of the apparent thinking that 
membership must come first and improvements later. 
There is only one way of raising membership with-
Out improvement - convince individual law schools 
to make AL.S.A. membership compulsory for all their 
students. Frankly, I can think of little that is more dis-
tasteful than forcing future members of the legal pro-
fession into a national organization. As one of the 
best-educated and most intelligent elements of so-
ciety, the legal profession should not be made to buy 
something en mass unless such compulsion is de-
monstrably necessary to prevent serious harm to the 
majority of its members or to society as a whole. 
If we are required to buy AL.S.A. membership, it 
seems to me that this is an implicit admission that 
A.L.S.A. cannot survive on its own merits. 
SBA REPORT 
Nicholas B. So utter '66 
President 
Student Bar Association 
Proponents of the AL.S.A. stress that the dues in 
the organization are small ($2.00 per year), that 
AL.S.A. offers a series of pamphlets on legal edu-
cation, that law students need representation as a 
group, and that a substantial increase in membership 
would mean an enormous increase in the services 
offered. 
Boston College law students will be able to choose 
for themselves. There will be a display in the front 
hall of the materials offered by the A.L.S.A. Included 
will be membership applications for those who wish 
to join. 
One other impression that I took away from Mi-
ami was that the administration at our law school is 
both efficient and more attentive than most to student 
requests. To those of you attempting to read this in 
the gloom of a library alcove, this may be hard to 
fully accept, but I believe that the vast majority of 
law schools represented at Miami were far less liberal 
in their attitude toward their students. Compulsory 
attendance at speaker's programs, required participa-
tion in second year moot court programs and manda-
tory residence in dormitories were common through-
out the country. 
A final and very pleasing note to the Miami trip 
was the award to SUI JURIS as an "unique and out-
standing concept in publication." This recognition 
bolstered the feeling implicit in my comments above 
that whatever may be her faults, this school is an out-
standing one with an even brighter future ahead. 
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Editorials 
Through the initiative of Professor ~erney, a series of 
informal discussions were held dunng last year. Meet-
ing at the homes of the participants, the group consid-
ered topics ranging from the Nuremburg trials to cen-
sorship. Professors H01Jghteling and Willier assisted in 
the program which was open to second year law stu-
dents. 
We urge continuance and expansion of this valuable 
adjunct to legal education. Hopefully it could be open 
to all students in the school with greater faculty parti-
cipation. It serves the twofold purpose of fostering 
faculty-student contact and of helping the student 
realize that the role of the lawyer in society extends 
beyond the confines of the courthouse. Attorneys are 
constantly called upon to express views on contempor-
ary problems far removed from their everyday practice; 
Early encouragement of the application of their training 
to community problems should be a part of their legal 
education. 
The establishment of the Boston College Law Clubs 
last year proved a trying experience. Problems of 
organization and self-definition resulted in several 
stormy sessions. The second year will be no less diffi-
cult. Gone are those who had the dream and were anx-
ious to see that their ideas became realities. Gone also 
is the excitement attendant to any new project. 
What remains is the Wduous task of making a plan 
work, of altering procedures where changes prove neces-
sary, and of supplying continual stimulation to the proj-
ect. It will require imaginative leadership from the offic-
ers, a wil,ling spirit and energy from the members, and 
cooperation from the faculty and administration to pre-
vent the lingering death so common to new organiza-
tions. 
The foreseeable objectives of the Law Clubs is worth 
any effort necessary for their realization. A lawyer must 
2 
not only know the law, but he must be able to effectively 
communicate it. Law School programs devoted to com-
municative skills are essential, yet they are often the 
most difficult to provide. The Law Clubs can, and we 
hopefully add "will," be a most effective means of provid-
ing this training. 
The cover of Sui Juris is a tribute to last year's editors, 
W. Joseph Engler, Jr. '65 and Frank E. Green '65. The 
award that this journal received was due principally to 
their imagination and industry. If the new editors 
secretly hope to do better, it is optimism not criticism. 
Although left with a "tough act to follow," we recog-
nize the legacy they left us, a legacy not only of success 
but of a developing tradition of cooperation with the 
alumni, faculty, administration, and student activities. We 
intend to foster that tradition through continuance of 
their work as well as innovation of our own. 
The arbiter of our efforts will be our readers. We need 
your interest for incentive and your criticism for guid-
ance. Therefore, we continue not only to offer these 
pages for the presentation of any reasoned comment 
but to invite suggestions regarding the journal itself. 
Only in this way can Sui Juris be an asset, not merely 
an activity, of the Law School. 
F or your business and pleasure 
travel 
write 
phone 
visit 
CHESTNUT HILL TRAVEL 
1200 Boylston St. 
Chestnut Hill, Mass. 
RE 4-0600 
SUI JURIS 
Pictured above is the Editorial Board of the Law 
Review. They are: seated: Barry E. Rosenthal, Mass. 
Annual Survey; John H. Hines, Jr., Symposium Ed-
itor; Dennis J. Roberts, Article and Book Reviews; 
Helen Slotnick, Managing Editor; and JosephF. 
REVIEW HAS 
NEW EDITORS, 
STAFF 
The 1965-66 Volume of the Boston College In-
dustrial and Commercial Law Review will be pub-
lished by a staff which includes twenty-eight new 
members and a new Board of Editors. Joseph F. Ryan, 
as Editor in Chief, heads the Board of Editors, pic-
tured above, as well as the Editorial Staff composed of 
Michael 1. Altman, Mark T. Cohen, Matthew T. Con-
nolly, James J. Dean, James P. Dohoney, Gerald E. 
Farrell, Crystal J. Lloyd, John M. Moran, Andrew F. 
Shea, and James H. Watz. 
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Ryan, Editor in Chief. Standing: Richard G. Kotarba, 
Casenotes; Robert J. Desiderio, Uniform Commercial 
Code; George M. Doherty, Case Editor; Thomas C. 
Cameron, Casenotes, and John A. D onovan, Legisla-
tion. 
Two of the new members are from the evening 
school: Paul Beatty and John F. Burke, while five 
come from the third year of the day division: John R. 
Bagileo, George W. Brown, Michael 1. Goldberg, 
Hugo A. Hilgendorff III, and Lawrence A. Maxham. 
The remaining new members are all from the second 
year class: Michael J. Balanoff, Mrs. Ruth R. Budd 
(a transfer student from Emory University Law 
School), David T. Garvey, Alan S. Goldberg, Stephen 
H . Grindle, Robert J. Kates, Lawrence A. Katz, 
Rainer M. Kohler (who holds a law degree from the 
University of Frankfurt, Germany), James B. Krum-
siek, William A. Long, William 1. May, Jr., David A. 
Mills, Steven D. Ostrowsky, Louis Pashman, Gerald 
F. Petruccelli, Jr., Daniel C. Sacco, William P. Statsky, 
Terence M. Troyer, and Robert J. Uskevich. 
The Law Review will again publish four issues, 
including a Spring issue devoted to a symposium on 
"Title VII and Civil Rights." 
3 
WHY 
BAR 
EXAMS 
Why should the graduate of a good law school be 
required to pass a bar examination as a condi-
tion to his being admitted to practice? Many a law stu-
dent asks that question as he foresees beyond gradua-
tion an extension of his travail and economic depriva-
tion while he prepares for a bar examination and waits 
to learn the results. Considering the selectivity that a 
good law school uses today in its admission practices 
and the intellectual rigor of its program, law students 
have some reason to ask why their graduation from 
such an institution is not regarded as assuring their 
intellectual fitness for the practice of law. Students are 
not the only ones who ask the question: the occasional 
failure of a high-ranking student to pass the bar ex-
amination causes some law teachers to wonder now 
and then whether justice would be better served by 
adoption of some form of the "diploma privilege," 
some arrangement under which law school graduates 
might be admitted to the bar without further exam-
ination. 
Hence the question recurs from time to time, 
should law school graduates, or some of them, be 
admitted to the bar without undergoing further ex-
amination? Where the diploma privilege is suggested 
for serious consideration today, it is usually with the 
Currently Dean of the University of Maine Law 
School, Mr. Godfrey served for nine years as Execu-
tive Secretary of the Bar Examination Service Com-
mittee of the National Conference of Bar Examiners. 
He assumed his present post in 1962. 
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Edward S. Godfrey 
proviso that the privilege be extended only to gradu-
ates of schools approved by the American Bar Asso-
ciation or having membership in the Association of 
American Law Schools. Sometimes the additional 
suggestion is made that the privilege be limited to the 
top half or top third of the graduates of such schools. 
Attitudes on the subject have completely changed 
during the past one hundred years. In the 1870's and 
1880's, while apprenticeship in a lawyer's office was 
still a frequently-used route for admission to the bar, 
the few law schools in existence were generally 
friendly to the 'diploma privilege as a means of attract-
ing students. As the number of law schools increased, 
many of the older, better-established ones began to 
side with lawyers and judges who considered that the 
programs of instruction in some of the newer schools 
did not warrant extension of the privilege to their 
graduates. A problem at that time with the diploma 
privilege was that through political influence the 
weaker law schools - often proprietary mass-produc-
tion institutions - were able to obtain the diploma 
privilege for their graduates just as schools offering 
sounder progr~ms. Legislatures and supreme courts 
were unable to hold a line of distinction in treatment 
between schools with relatively high standards and 
those offering little more than bar review courses. 
In fact, the availability of the privilege encouraged the 
founding in some states of proprietary law schools 
whose graduates would be assured of admission to 
the bar on motion. 
From 1870, when nine schools in seven states had 
the diploma privilege, to 1890, when it was enjoyed 
SUI JURIS 
by -twenty-six schools in sixteen states, the privilege 
found increasing favor with legislatures and supreme 
courts. In 1892, however, the American Bar Associ-. 
ation, supported by some of the older schools, which 
had found they could not monopolize the privilege, 
declared against it. The condemnation was repeated 
in 1921 in a special report - referred to as "the Root 
Report" - made by a committee of distinguished 
lawyers to the Section of Legal Education and Ad-
missions to the Bar. Since that time, the number of 
states permitting the privilege has declined. By 1935 
the graduates of sixteen schools in eleven states were 
exempt from examination in the states where the 
schools were located, and by 1964 the graduates of 
only six schools in five states had the privilege. The 
American Bar Association's current Standards for 
Legal Education includes a statement explicitly dis-
approving it. 
The desirability or not of some form of diploma 
privilege is a more complicated question than some of 
the literature on the subject would indicate. Probably 
the prevailing attitude of most of the leaders in legal 
education is that the privilege is undesirable and the 
issue settled and unworthy of further discussion. Even 
today, however, an influential voice is raised occasion-
ally to question the requirement of bar examinations 
for all law school graduates. The writer's own con-
clusion - held, I confess, with some uncertainty -
is that to give the diploma privilege to all graduates 
of all law schools that are approved by the Ameri-
can Bar Association or are members of the Associ-
ation of American Law Schools would be, on balance, 
defensible in educational theory but would bring 
about eventually two serious evils in practice: first, a 
deterioriation of standards in some of the weaker law 
schools and, second, the extension of the same privi-
lege to graduates of unapproved institutions in some 
states. The long record of softness on the part of 
some states toward unapproved law schools suggests 
the probability that, because of political influences the 
diploma privilege would not remain confined to 
graduates of nationally accredited schools. 
In any thorough study of the matter, the objectives 
of education in law school would have to be identified 
and then compared with the aims sought to be 
achieved by bar examinations - an undertaking that 
would lead to an essay of wearisome prolixity. Let 
us accept three currently received assumptions under-
lying the requirement of bar examinations : namely, 
that persons can be classified sensibly as intellectually 
fit or unfit for the practice of law; that only persons 
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classified as intellectually fit should be admitted to 
practice (f!t least if not rejectable on some ground 
of character); and that such fitness can be ascertained 
satisfactorily by examinations competently drafted, 
adminIstered, and graded. Those three assumptions 
are usually made by both friends and foes of the di-
ploma privilege, and it should be borne in mind that 
the assumptions have not been established as correct. 
The arguments usually made in favor of the di-
ploma privilege are : 
Bar examinations are less likely to be valid than 
law school examinations. 
B ar examination boards generally disavow any pur-
pose of testing for abstract knowledge of rules of 
local law. Their examinations are supposed to test 
for analytical ability, the understanding of basic 
principles of law in application to assumed facts .1 
The same ability, whatever it may be, is supposed to 
be tested for in law school over a period of three 
years. But state bar examiners, frequently busy prac-
titioners serving without pay, are not ordinarily 
trained in the art of setting and grading examina-
tions. 2 In their relatively short term of office as exam-
iners they are not so likely to develop expertise in 
evaluating examination questions and answers as are 
fulltime law school teachers. Therefore, the argument 
continues, the results of the series of examinations in 
law school which form the basis for the law school's 
judgment of a student are more likely to be valid 
than the results of a single bar examination given by 
men who are usually amateurs in the art of examina-
tion. 
Comment: The National Conference of Bar Ex-
aminers has undertaken to develop the professional 
1. Code of Recommended Standards for Bar Exami-
nations, Section 16: "Purpose of Examination: The bar 
examination should test the applicant's ability to reason 
logically, to analyze accurately the problems presented to 
him, and to demonstrate a thorough knowledge of the funda-
mental principles of law and their application. The examina-
tion should not be designed primarily for the purpose of 
testing information, memory or experience." 
2. It is by no means always true that bar examiners have 
had less experience than law teachers in setting and grading 
law examinations. Some bar examiners of long tenure are 
highly sophisticated in the field . 
(Continued on page 18) 
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Members of the Class of 1968 register for the 
Fall semester of 1965, the first step in the three year 
road to the LL.B. 
Monday, September 20, marked the first day of 
law school for the 38th class to enter the Bos-
ton College Law School. The one hundred and eighty-
two men and six women were chosen from over seven 
hundred applications, the largest number yet received. 
Significantly enough, almost one-half of the first 
year students come from outside Massachusetts, repre-
senting twenty states and sixty-seven colleges and uni" 
versities. Although the numerical strength of first 
year classes has grown in recent years, the faculty 
plans on a maximum of two hundred students for 
classes to be enrolled in the immediate future. Match-
ing this physical growth, the Law School Admission 
Test scores of matriculating students has shown a 
steady increase through recent years, this year'£ av-
erage of 570 being higher than any preceding class. 
The Dean's Office has announced that eleven Presi-
dential Scholars have been named from this entering 
class, their background also reflecting the ever-increas-
ing search for diversification at the Law School. Those 
chosen for the current academic year are: Robert 
Teaff (Bellarmine College, Kentucky); Edward J. 
Holland (Rockhurst, Indiana); Donato D'Andrea 
(Brown); William G. Donnelly (Manhattan); James 
M. Cronin (Harvard); John F. Murphy (St. Peter's); 
Michael T. Kenny (Loyola, Los Angeles); Peter J. 
Morrissette (Dartmouth); Peter A. Ambrosini (Holy 
Cross); Robert W. Kuhl (Xavier); and Albert E. 
Masarik (LaSalle, Philadelphia). 
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NEW 
CLASS 
• • 
- Special Student Offer-
Individual Volumes 
of the new 
MASSACHUSETTS 
GENERAL LAWS ANNOTATED 
cited and quoted by the courts 
Consult the Law School Book Store 
BOSTON LAW BOOK CO. 
8 Pemberton Square LA 3-"6882 
• 
SUI JURIS 
.. 
MEETS 
NEW 
CURRICULUM 
Greeting all three classes as they returned last 
September was the prospect of a transitional 
year during which a revised curriculum will be im-
plemented. This represents the result of extensive de-
liberation by the faculty and the Curriculum Com-
mittee concerning the present and future course of 
study at the Law School. 
The revisions reflect a recognition of the desira-
bility of elective courses and are designed not only to 
provide more electives but to provide more hours 
within which these courses may be taken. Students 
now have the opportunity to elect a minimum of 
twenty-seven hours (equivalent to about ten courses) 
in their final two years of legal study. 
Other considerations also motivated the changes. 
Constitutional Law will now be taught in the first 
year, marking an immediate integration of public 
law with private law offerings. Commercial Law has 
been introduced in the second year so the students 
may earlier acquire a facility in handling statutory 
materials. Courses in Business Associations, Federal 
Income Tax, and Criminal Law have been shortened 
to one semester to provide an early opportunity to 
pursue the extensive elective offerings in these fields 
to those wishing to do so. 
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SPEAKERS PROGRAM 
CONTINUES 
A s in past years, the Boston College Law School 
Forum will present guest lecturers in legal and 
related fields each Thursday morning at 11: 00 A.M. 
Because of the significance attached to this program 
by the administration and faculty, no classes are 
scheduled during this hour. 
The Forum launched its 1965-66 program on Sep-
tember 30th with Laurence F. O'Donnell, a prominent 
Boston attorney. Mr. O'Donnell spoke of his experi-
ences as a defense attorney, stressing his recent con-
frontations with the Internal Revenue Service over 
their investigatory procedures. 
Lieutenant Governor Elliot Richardson was the 
second guest of the forum, speaking on October 7th. 
Mr. Richardson discussed the present sales tax con-
troversy in Massachusetts, noting that a limited sales 
tax such as has been proposed by Governor Volpe is 
not regressive. Mr. Richardson stated that the ex-
pected revenue from a sales tax could be used to 
substantially reduce the tax burden on property own-
ers throughout the state. 
Because of the importance of the upcoming Boston 
School Committee election, the Forum invited Mr. 
Thomas Eisenstadt, an incumbent Committeeman, 
and Mr. John F. X. Gaquin, a candidate for that of-
fice, to speak at the school. Mr. Eisenstadt spoke on 
October 14, and Mr. Gaguin was presented the fol-
lowing Thursday. Both addressed themselves to the 
serious problems facing the School Committee in 
Boston. 
Donald W. Northrup '66 is President of the Forum. 
Vice-Presidents are Charles G. Mills IV '67 and Gil-
bert R. Shasha '67. Kevin F. Moloney '67 is Treasurer. 
TAM O'SHANTER ROOM 
1648 Beacon Street 
Brookline 
George Mellen, Manager 
liThe Other Student Baril 
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Professor Harold G. Wren came to Boston College Law School as a permanent member of the faculty 
on September 1, 1965. He received his Bachelor of 
Arts and Bachelor of Laws degrees from Columbia 
University and was awarded a Doctor of Science of 
Law degree by Yale Law School. Before coming to 
Boston College, Professor Wren had been Professor 
of Law and Acting Chairman of the Graduate Di-
vision of the Law School at Southern Methodist Uni-
versity. He has also served as a Visiting Professor of 
Law at the University of California in Berkeley, 
Cornell University, Northwestern University, and the 
University of Texas. 
Professor Wren has published over fifteen law 
review articles, numerous journal and magazine arti-
cles, and law books. Two of his books to be published 
are Texas Estate Planning and Tax-Free Reorganiza-
tion. He has been active in the American Bar Asso-
ciation as well as the State Bar of Texas, where he 
was Chairman of the Annual Institute on Wills and 
Probate of the Southwestern Legal Foundation. Pres-
ently, he is Chairman of the Committee on Small 
Estates of the American Bar Association. 
As Professor of Corporations, Professor Wren ex-
presses satisfaction in returning to this field which 
was the subject of his doctoral dissertation. Next 
semester, he will initiate a course in Corporate Re-
organization, which, he feels, combined with the 
courses now offered, will provide the Law School 
with a full corporate and taxation curriculum. 
• 
Mr. John C. O'Byrne, Professor of Law at the State University of Iowa, is a Visiting Professor 
at the Law School for the academic year 1965-66. 
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Professor O'Byrne was graduated magna cum laude 
from Syracuse University and received his law de-
gree from Harvard. He has been Professor of Tax-
ation, Estate Planning, and Property at the State Uni-
versity of Iowa College of Law and has also been 
Visiting Professor of Law at the University of Texas, 
and Northwestern University. He participated in the 
Ford Research Program for Law Teachers at the Uni-
versity of Wisconsin. 
Active in the American Bar Association and the 
Iowa Bar Association, Mr. O'Byrne has published ex-
tensively in professional journals and treatises. His 
areas of current interest include taxation, estate plan-
ning, corporations, and agrarian reform. 
• 
M r. Howard A. Cohen, Teaching Fellow for the academic year of 1965-66, is a graduate of 
Rutgers School of Law where he was active in student 
government as well as a member of the National 
Moot Court team. His duties at the Law School in-
clude the instruction of the first year in Legal Writ-
ing as well as moderating and promoting the Law 
Clubs. Mr. Cohen has served at various times as a 
Production Assistant and News Reporter for a radio 
station in his home town of Newark, New Jersey. 
• 
Mr. John P. SU.llivan conduc~s a third year class in Trial Practice. Mr. Suillvan attended Boston 
College and Georgetown law schools and has been on 
the faculty of George Washington University Law 
School. He is currently an Assistant United States 
Attorney in the Boston office. 
SUI JURIS 
DEAN'S LIST 
ANNOUNCED 
To be eligible for Dean's List, a student must 
achieve a cumulative average of 4.9 in a system 
in which a 6.0 is Cum Laude and a 6.6 is Magna Cum 
Laude. The following second and third year students 
were on the Dean's List for the academic year 1964-
65. Class of '67 : William A. Long, Alan S. Goldberg, 
Louis Pashman, William P. Statsky, David T. Garvey, 
Daniel C. Sacco, Lawrence A. Katz, Terence N. 
Troyer. Class of '66: George M. Doherty, Barry E. 
Rosenthal, George W . Brown, Gerald E. Farrel, Hugo 
A. Hilgendorff III, Michael 1. Altman, Michael 1. 
Goldberg, Joseph F. Ryan, John H. Hines, Jr., Fred-
erick F. Fitzgerald, Crystal J. lloyd, Richard G. Ko-
tarba, Robert M. Silva, John R. Bagileo, John K. Mc-
Guirk, Frederick B. Williams, Stuart B. Meisenzahl, 
William K. Sheehy, James M. Falla. 
• 
PROFESSORS 
PUBLISH 
T hrough the joint efforts of Professors William F. Willier and Frederick M. Hart; Stuart 1. Potter '65, 
Jerome K. Frost '65, and the Boston College Industrial 
and Commercial Law Review, a new book on the 
Uniform Commercial Code was published in August 
by the Matthew Bender Company. Titled the Uni-
form Commercial Code Reporter-Digest, the 2200 
page volume is a follow up on the U.C.C. Coordinator 
published in 1963 . 
The new book contains detailed annotations of all 
cases decided under the Uniform Commercial Code 
to date. The annotations present not only a detailed 
analysis of the facts, issue, holding and rationale of 
the court, but also a critical analysis of the case dis-
cussion on the correctness of the opinion, possible 
limitations or extensions of the holding, and other 
cases decided on the same point. 
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The book al~o contains a detailed history of each 
section of the Code showing both the changes made 
in the several· drafts that have appeared since it was 
first proposed in 1952 and the reasons for the amend-
ments or changes. State variations made by the states 
in adopting the Code are also included and discussed. 
Finally, there are extensive references to other works 
on the Code and to legal periodicals. 
Although the book is designed for the practicing 
lawyer, Professors Willier and Hart are using the 
volume in connection with a new problem method 
approach to the teaching of Commercial law. 
• 
CIV IL RIGHTS 
GROUP FORMED 
A local chapter of the Law Students Civil Rights Research Council has been formed at the Boston 
College Law School. The Law School chapter is part 
of a national organization under whose auspices law 
students undertake research projects in aid of at-
torneys involved in civil rights litigation who, because 
of the press of other legal matters or lack of access 
to fully equipped law libraries, have difficulty in pre-
paring the necessary memoranda. 
An organizational meeting of the group was held 
recently at which the twenty-five attending students 
were addressed by William J. Gibbons '67, Robert C. 
Engstrom '66, JohnF. Murphy, Jr. '66 and H. Peter 
Norstrand '66. These members of the chapter spent 
the summer doing research in the South on discrim-
inatory application of the death penalty. The Chapter 
is now preparing a memorandum for use in obtain-
ing declaratory judgements in state courts where in-
dividual constitutional procedural rights have been 
denied. Another area of interest is the possibility of 
providing legal assistance to those Boston attorneys 
involved in local civil rights cases. 
Professor James 1. Houghteling, Jr. is faculty mod-
erator of the group which is headed by William S. 
D'Amico '66 and David M. Lipton '66 as co-chair-
men. 
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ALUMNI 
NEWS 
1932-
Henry Leen is new President of the 
Greater Community Services of Metropol-
itan Boston. 
1935-
Armand A. Dufresne, Jr. was elevated 
to the Supreme judicial Court of Maine. 
Until August, he served as Judge of Pro-
bate Court and Justice of the Superior 
Court. 
Arthur J. Sullivan is Justice of the First 
Judicial District of Rhode Island. 
William J. McAuliffe, Jr. has been ap-
pointed Executive Vice-President of the 
American Land Title AssDciation, Washing-
ton, D.C. 
1940-
Charles Delaney has been appointed 
Chief Counsel of the Electronics Research 
Center of NASA. 
Thomas A. L'Esperance, Jr., TrialCoun-
sel for Liberty Mutual Insurance Com-
pany is teaching Workmen's Compensation 
at Suffolk University Law School. 
Maurice W. Silber is Assistant Secre-
tary of Arthur D. Little Co. 
1950-
William J. Curran, President of the 
Massachusetts Public Health Association 
has been appointed Director of the re-
cently created Metro-center and Dean of 
Metropolitan College at Boston University. 
John V. Keaney was elected Second 
Vice-President of the International As-
sociation of Industrial Accident Boards 
and Commissions. 
1951-
J. Joseph Elliot is Southeast Division 
Traffic Superintendent for the New Eng-
land Telephone and Telegraph Company. 
Bernard F. Hurley is branch manager 
of the downtown Xerox financial office in 
New York. 
William J. MacDonald was a founding 
partner of the firm of Laster, Strohl, 
Kane, McDonald, Mattes & Kelleher in 
Scranton, Pennsylvania. 
1952-
John W. Kickham has been appointed 
special assistant district attorney for 
Norfolk County, Massachusetts. 
William J. Rosenberg is assistant City 
Attorney, Paterson, New Jersey. 
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1953-
George F. McGrath, former Massachu-
setts Commissioner of Correction and 
one time Assistant Dean of the Law 
School, is a partner in Mahoney, McGrath 
and Goldings, Two Park Square, Boston. 
1954-
John M. Casey joined the Law Depart-
ment of John Hancock in January. 
John P. White, Jr. has become associ-
ated with Crane, Inker, Zamparelli & 
Oteri. 
1955-
John J. Brosnahan was appointed Co-
ordinator for the Federal Equal Opportun-
ity Program in Boston. 
1956-
Martin J. Dolan is the assistant attorney 
in charge of the Boston field office of the 
Federal Trade Commission. 
1957-
Eugene G. McCarthy is studying for the 
priesthood with the Oblates of Mary Im-
maculate, Oblate College, 391 Michigan 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 
1958 -
Fred Grabowsky is stationed in the Far 
East with the Marines. 
James T. Grady is town counsel for 
Avon, Massachusetts. 
Milton A. Fishman was appointed Chief 
Prosecutor for the Seventh Circuit Court 
of Connecticut. 
1959-
Paul Dinkel, associated with Raytheon, 
has been appointed Director of a course 
on the legal aspects of Federal Procure-
ment, sponsored by the Contracts Man-
agement Association to be given at the 
Harvard Club. 
Robert S. Lappin has opened his law 
offices at 80 Federal Street, Boston. 
David B. Slater, President of Mister 
Donut of America, has been elected to 
membership in the Young Presidents' Or-
ganization, an international group of 
men (and seven women) who have become 
presidents of sizeable companies before 
the age of 40. 
1960-
John S. Holland is legislative counsel 
to the Governor of New Hampshire. 
Elwynn J. Miller has been elected Sec-
ond Vice-President of the American Asso-
ciation of Attorney-Certified Public Ac-
countants, Inc. 
1961-
Joseph P. Dunn, Jr. has opened his law 
offices in the Exchange Building, 53 State 
Street, Boston. 
Charles Ferris is currently General 
Counsel to the Senate Democratic Policy 
Committee. 
Elliot J. Mahler has become associated 
with the firm of Bernkopf, Goodman and 
Houghton. 
1963-
Arthur H. Rosenberg, presently an As-
sistant Attorney General of the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, has published 
an article in the June, 1965 issue of the 
Massachusetts Law Quarterly. 
Stuart A. Ross has been appointed 
Resident Counsel for Allied Artists Pic-
tures Corporation, New York. 
Bruce H. Segal has become associated 
in the practice of law with Mr. Howard 
W. Glaser at 20 Pemberton Square, Bos-
ton. 
Joseph R. Welch has opened an office 
at 9 Memorial Parkway, Randolph, Massa-
chusetts, under the name of Welch and 
Welch. 
1964-
Kevin T. Byrne is associated with the 
law firm of Ficksman, Conley, Feld, Perlo 
and Leone. 
Philip Callan, Jr. is serving with the 
Judge Advocate General's Corps of the 
United States Army and is assigned to 
the U.S. Army Support Center, St. Louis, 
Missouri. 
John P. Conroy is associated with the 
accounting firm of Peat, Marwicko, Mitch-
ell & Co. of Boston. 
Joseph F. Dalton is associated with 
Tessler, Gordon and Sachar, Lynn, Massa-
chusetts. 
Robert I. Deutsch has joined the firm 
of Epstein and Solloway. 
Richard L. Stevens is serving in the 
United States Army Signal Corps, attached 
to the Aviation and Material Command, 
St. Louis, Missouri. 
Arthur H. Sullivan is associated with 
the law firm of John Collins, Waltham, 
Massachusetts. 
1965-
Edward M. Bloom and Thomas H. Tri-
marco have been selected by the Hon-
orable G. Joseph Tauro, Chief Justice of 
the Superior Court of Massachusetts, as 
clerks for his office. 
Thomas J. Carey, Jr. will clerk for the 
Honorable Andrew A. Caffrey '48 at the 
United States District Court, First Circuit, 
Boston. 
. John F. Dobbyn has been selected as 
law clerk by the Honorable Anthony Julian 
of the United States District Court, First 
Circuit. 
W. Joseph Engler, Jr. is now a clerk 
with the Honorable T. Emmet Clarie of 
the United States District Court for the 
Second Circuit in Connecticut. 
Dwight W. Miller will clerk for the Hon-
orable Ernest W. Gibson of the United 
States District Court for the Second Cir-
cuit, Vermont. 
Robert J. Muldoon was selected as 
clerk for the Honorable Paul G. Kirk of 
the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachu-
setts. 
Judith L. OIans has been placed with 
the Honorable Arthur E. Whittemore of 
the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachu-
setts. 
Stuart L. Potter will clerk for the Hon-
orable Lloyd F. McMahon, United States 
District Court for the Southern District 
of New York. 
SUI JURIS 
Philip T. Beauchesne has joined the 
Boston firm of Roche and Leon. 
Charles K. Bergin, Jr. was selected by 
the United States Department of Justice 
for participation in the Honors Program. 
Mary K. Egan is pursuing further stud-
ies in state and municipal government 
through an Assistantship in Government 
at the New York University Institute of 
Public Affairs. 
BOSTON FIRM 
DRAWS ALUMNI 
IN MEMORIAM 
George M. Ford is with the Boston of-
fice of Burns and Levinson. 
Peter J. Norton will spend the coming 
year in advanced stUdies in Taxation as 
a Fellow in the New York University 
School of Law, Graduate Division. 
Mark D. Shuman will pursue graduate 
studies in Criminology at Cambridge Uni-
versity, England. 
Lou is R. Vitiello has been selected for 
the position as Assistant General Counsel 
for Rust Craft Greeting Cards, Inc., Ded-
ham. 
Eleven graduates of Boston College Law 
School are currently associated with the 
law firm of Lyne, Woodworth and Evarts 
of Boston. They are: Roderick M. Con-
nelly '54, George E. Donovan '57, Richard 
M. Gaberman '63, Daniel J. Johnedis '63, 
John A. Long '43, Eugene Lyne '51, J. F. 
Mahoney '61, J. Laurence McCarty '60, 
William B. O'Keefe '65, Michael B. Sp itz 
'63, and John R. Walkey '63. Recently, 
Roderick Connelly and George Donovan 
were voted in as members of the firm. 
WILLIAM J. CONBOY '34 
GEORGE P. LOVE, JR. '36 
WILLIAM G. MULLEN '38 
ANDREW J. O'BRIEN '43 
AYRES A. SEQUEIAR '55 
ANTHONY R. MANCINI '65 
NATIONAL 
COMPETITION 
BEGINS 
T hree third year men are in final preparation for 
the 16th annual National Moot Court Competi-
tion sponsored by the New York Bar Association . 
Representing Boston College are Gerald P. Tishler, 
Mark L. Cohen, and John R. Bagileo who have been 
working under the guidance of Associate Dean Francis 
J. Larkin since last July when the problem was re-
ceived. The team was chosen by a panel, headed by 
Dean Larkin, which heard individual oral arguments 
presented by participants of the Grimes Competition 
last Spring. 
This year's problem involves conflict of laws, a 
state bonding statute, due process, and various pro-
cedural questions. The team is preparing the Brief 
for the Appella~t, but must prepare oral arguments 
for both sides. Briefs were due November 1, with 
first-round regional arguments scheduled for Novem-
ber 11 and 12 in New Haven, Connecticut. Boston 
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UnIversity" University of Connecticut, Suffolk Uni-
versity, and Yale University will also send teams to 
New Haven, though specific opponents have not yet 
been announced. Last year, Boston College was nar-
rowly defeated by Yale in the final round of the 
regionals. 
Winners of the regional competitions will argue 
in the national finals to be held in New York City 
during the third week of December. 
After SUI JURIS went to press, the Law School 
team defeated the University of Connecticut and Suf-
folk University to emerge the winner of the Region 
One <:ompetition. They will meet other regional win-
ners in New York, December 15-17. Gerald Tishler 
was chosen the Best Speaker from Region One. 
Mark Cohen, Gerald Tishler, and John Bagileo 
compose the National Moot Court team representing 
Boston College Law School in New Haven on No-
vember 12 and 13 in the regional oral arguments. 
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LAW SCHOOL 
HOLDS 
PRE-LEGAL 
INSTITUTE 
A dvice to law school applicants and a workshop for 
pre-legal counselors were the dual functions of 
the Ninth Annual Pre-Legal Institute held at Boston 
College Law School on October 30. 
The morning session featured talks by Assistant 
Dean Joseph F. McCarthy, Associate Dean Francis J . 
Larkin, and Professor Frederick M. Hart regarding 
the importance of the LSA T program in admissions 
decisions and proper methods of taking the test. Pro-
fessor Sanford J. Fox of the Law School then con-
ducted a demonstration class in Criminal Law for 
the benefit of the pre-legal upperclassmen, who repre-
sented most of the colleges East of the Mississippi. 
This session ended with a luncheon at which the stu-
dents were guests of the Law School. 
In the afternoon, Dean Larkin also presided over 
a panel discussion in which third year students from 
Harvard, Columbia, and Boston College law schools 
explained the student's view of the pre-legal advisor's 
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Professor Myres S. McDougal, President-elect of 
the American Association of Law Schools, addressed 
pre-law advisors and law school admissions officers at 
the Pre-Legal Institute, October 30. 
S UI JURIS 
role. Professor James 1. Houghteling, Jr. then in-
troduced Mr. Alfred Diamant, Professor of Political 
Science at Haverford College, Pennsylvania, whose 
address was followed by a greeting to the guests ex-
tended by Very Rev. Michael P. Walsh, S. J., Presi-
dent of Boston College. The program concluded with 
a social hour and dinner, at which the main speaker 
was Professor Myres S. McDougal of Yale University 
Law School, President-elect of the American Associ-
ation of Law Schools. 
Mrs. Patricia Bonelli, Secretary of the Law School, 
supervises the registration of some of the 166 pre-
legal upperclassmen who attended the Boston College 
Institute. These students represented 42 colleges and 
universities from as far away as Michigan. 
PLACEMENT 
PROGRAM 
CONTINUES 
T he Placement Office, directed by Associate Dean 
Francis J. Larkin, is once more undertaking its 
role of liaison between members of the Senior Class 
seeking employment and those law firms and govern-
mental agencies interested in adding new lawyers to 
their staffs. To satisfy the needs of the constantly in-
creasing numbers of graduates, Dean Larkin has ar-
ranged interviews with a greater number of potential 
employers than ever before. 
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Several Boston firms will hold interviews at the 
Law School as will firms from New York. Milwaukee 
and Detroit are other cities from which representa-
tives of private firms will pay special visits, while 
recruiting agents from several federal agencies based 
in Washington, D.C. have agreed to hold interviews. 
Included among the latter are N .A.S.A. and N .1.R.B. 
It may also be noted that many of the interviewing 
firms and agencies will discuss internships or other 
summer positions with qualified members of the sec-
ond year class. 
In his role as Placement Director, Dean Larkin 
aided nearly all of last year's graduates and anticipates 
similar success this year. 
LAW OUTLINES 
CASE DIGESTS 
NEW and USED LAW TEXTBOOKS 
HARVARD BOOK STORE 
1248 Massachusetts Avenue 
Ca mbridge 38, Mass. 
O pen until 10 P.M. 
TR 6-9069 
Opposite Lamont Library 
LAW SCHOOL BOOKS BOUGHT 
AND SOLD AT ALL TIMES 
18 
Dean Drinan speaks with Mr. Abe Fortas, former 
advisor to President Johnson and now Supreme Court 
Justice. 
Dean Drinan was selected as chairman-elect of 
the Section of Family Law of the American Bar As-. 
sociation at their meeting in Miami in August, 1965. 
Besides articles which have appeared in the summer 
issue of The Catholic Lawyer and the Kentucky Law 
Journal, an address which he gave was published in 
Vital Speeches of the Day. Father Drinan gave the 
sermon at the Red Mass in Jamaica, New York, and 
in Baltimore and spoke at a church-state conference 
at the University of Pennsylvania Law School on 
October 14. Besides participating in a five hour dis-
cussion on Extremism, he was re-elected to the Ex-
ecutive Committee of the Massachusetts Bar Associ-
ation and continues as secretary of the American So-
ciety for Legal History. The magazine U.S. Catholic 
features his article Catholics, Birth Control, and Pub-
lic Policy in its May, 1965 issue. 
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FACULTY 
HAS ACTIVE 
SUMMER 
Associate Dean Larkin was elected President of 
the Young Lawyers Section of the Massachusetts Bar 
Association and to the Executive Council of the 
A.B.A. Young Lawyers Section. He participated in 
the New England College of Trial Judges last May, 
and was appointed by Chief Judge Wyzanski to the 
Committee on Revision of the Federal Rules for the 
U.S. District Court for Massachusetts. 
Dean Larkin has represented the Law School at the 
, formal dedication of the law library at George Wash-
ington University and has undertaken an extensive 
recruiting itinerary which includes Trinity College, 
Georgetown University, Holy Cross, Brandeis, Wil-
liams, and the University of Massachusetts. 
Professor John D. O'Reilly has been appointed 
to a Committee of the American Association of Uni-
versity Professors which is investigating the question 
of academic freedom in church related schools. 
Professor James W. Smith wrote an appellate 
brief on behalf of the Massachusetts Bar Association 
for submission to the Supreme Judicial Court. The 
petition urges that the Court promulgate new rules 
governing deposition and oral discovery. Mr. Smith 
also appeared as a member of a panel of the Com-
mittee on Continuing Legal Education of the Massa-
chusetts and Boston Bar Associations that discussed 
Chapter 156B, the new Massachusetts Corporation 
Act which went into effect on October 1 of this year. 
SUI JURIS 
Professor Richard G. Huber has written the 
chapter on Land Use for the Annual Survey of Massa-
chusetts Law. He has also begun work on new course 
materials which he will be using in his seminar on 
Modern Commercial Transactions in Land. 
Professor James L. Houghteling, Jr. attended a 
two-day conference in New York City on the national 
activities of the Law Student's Civil Rights Research 
Council. Mr. Houghteling is also conducting a per-
sonal study and critical analysis of the various anti-
discrimination commissions of the federal and state 
governments. Emphasis will be on procedural and 
remedial aspects of civil rights problems. 
Father Kenealy worked in Chicago with the N a-
tional Catholic Interracial Council which is attempt-
ing to have a Fair Housing Law passed in Illinois. 
He also attended a joint meeting of the National 
Catholic Interracial Council and the National Cath-
olic Social Action Conference. The subject of the 
meeting was the War on Poverty. 
Professor Sanford J. Fox taught a course on Fed-
eral Courts at the University of Texas Law School 
this summer. At the request of Senator Edward Ken-
nedy, he testified before the Massachusetts Senate Ju-
diciary Committee on the Law Enforcement Assist-
ance Act of 1965 which provides for training of law 
enforcement personnel. 
Professor Arthur L. Berney taught at the Uni-
versity of Virginia Law School this summer. He is 
presently writing a paper concerning Fair Housing 
legislation. Mr. Berney will shortly begin work on his 
thesis as a candidate for the degree of Doctor of 
Juridical Science at the Harvard Law School. 
Professor Richard S. Sullivan was an associate 
editor of a new edition of his casebook on labor law 
published this summer by the Little Brown & Com-
pany. 
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BOOK 
REVIEW 
Wills, Garry, Politics and Catholic Freedom, Henry 
Regnery Co., Chicago, Pp. xvii, 302, $5.95, 1964. 
This is a book on papal encyclicals and their im-
pOrt ' for American Roman Catholics. It begins 
with a lengthy review of Roman Catholic editorial 
comments caused by William Buckley's characteriza-
tion of Pope John's Mater et Magistra as a "venture 
in triviality." To a nonCatholic, the polemics which 
an adverse criticism of papal pronouncements by a 
member of the Roman Church is capable of touching 
off seems at once both tragic and comic. It will never 
cease to be a point of concern to this observer why 
so many spokesmen for Roman Catholic organs find 
it necessary to be vehemently defensive to criticism. 
The Church of Rome as a communion of Christen-
dom has withstood criticism better than any other 
human institution. As a political influence it would 
improve its posture if certain of its voices would 
abandon the paternalism of indices of the prohibited, 
and their invective demands for apology of the type 
collected in chapter one of this volume. 
The purpose of setting forth at length the specific 
controversy of Buckley versus the Roman Catholic 
"liberal" press is to line up data that, beyond the 
polemics of the debate, papal encyclicals become a 
tool of political interests or a crutch on which appeals 
for special legislation are premised. Since it is the 
Roman Catholic "liberal" press which turned "con-
servative" in the demand for respectful acceptance in 
full and complete assent to the pronouncements of 
the magisterium, doing so on the premise of papal 
authority, and proceeding from there to a use of the 
encyclicals as a basis for certain "liberal" or "pro-
gressive" causes, it is mostly examples of arguments 
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for "liberal" legislation that the author challenges. 
The objective of the volume is not to impeach the 
"liberal" cause - although the author's preference 
shows through - but to expose the "faulty proced-
ure," as the author calls it, used in employing papal 
pronouncements for political exploitation. 
The volume is divided into four parts. The first sets 
Out in detail the Buckley-"Liberal Press" controversy 
referred to above. Part Two is a treatment of "The 
Mechanics of Repression," in which the author at-
tacks those who write as if Catholics may disagree ' 
with nonCatholics, but never among themselves. Such 
an attitude, he writes, "tends to make the layman 
superfluous for articulating informed Catholic re-
sponse to any even technical challenge of the age. 
Laymen are to register the attitudes determined for 
them by those in authority. 'Study' of these attitudes 
tends to become a psychological exercise in 'group-
think.' Such study is not directed at the content of the 
teaching, but at psychological means for assuming 
correct attitudes as rapidly and completely as possible. 
Only by achieving the one acceptable Catholic view 
on each question is such a man assured that he is 
practicing his faith." 
Part Three is the heart of the book. Titled "Mother 
and Teacher," it is divided into eight chapters, cap-
tioned Authority, History, Knowledge, Providence, 
The Terms of Authority, Contingency, Faith, and 
Prudence. It is in this part that the author comes to 
grips with the meaning of papal encylicals, talks of 
their authority, without intending a theological dis-
course on this issue, and demonstrates rather con-
clusively the risk and embarrassment of their misuse. 
He examines them as part of the teaching strategy of 
the Church of Rome, deploring the consequences of 
sharply partisan uses of encyclicals, and analyzing the 
proper injunctive force which encyclicals should have 
in a Roman Catholic's relations with his church. 
In Part Four, Liberty and Moral Law, the age-
honored subject of the meaning of freedom is re-
viewed from a perspective not alien to many of 
religious persuasions other than that of the author. 
Freedom as a form of rule, rather than a lack of rule 
and the importance of authority in the concept of 
freedom are not thoughts peculiar only to the Church 
of Rome. But the author's presentation of the subject 
from inside his fold is well and interestingly accom-
plished. 
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The subject of Christians and the state is neither 
new nor unimportant, but credit belongs to the author 
for his frank discussion of the relevance of social 
pronouncements of the papacy for the Roman Cath-
olic. The value of the book lies in the case it makes 
for the legitimacy of debate over encyclicals and for 
the criticism of partisan use of statements on social 
issues by the Bishop of Rome. The influence of 
Christians is a very timely topic, and one which needs 
intelligent discussion on the American scene in order 
to avoid, what to this observer, would be a regrettable 
development in duplicating the European pattern of 
allegedly Christian political parties and movements. 
Christianity does not endorse a particular political 
program, and the confluence of Christian thought into 
political movements haJ; the adverse consequence of 
draining off Christian'influence from and in the re-
sulting secular parties. To the extent that Politics and 
Catholic Freedom aids citizens of that persuasion in 
understanding the legitimacy of debate, the book is a 
contribution to modern literature in its area. 
Richard W . Duesenberg 
Member of the 
Missouri Bar 
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SUI JURIS 
ADVISORS' BOARD ENTERS 
ITS SOPHOMORE YEAR 
The Board of Student Advisors has begun its sec-ond year of service to the student body of Boston 
College Law School. The Board is composed of ten 
members of the third year class who were chosen on 
the basis of academic standing and interest in Law 
School activities. 
The Board's primary efforts are directed towards 
the counseling and assistance of first year students. 
In addition to aiding Mr. Howard Cohen in pre-
paring problems for the first year moot court pro-
ceedings, members will act as judges for the oral 
presentations. 
Another phase of their activities is the conduct of 
The Boston College Board of Student Advisors. 
Seated: Orlando F. deAbreau, Michael D. Brockleman, 
Peter P. Myerson, fohn K. McGuirk, and Frederick B. 
Williams. Standing: William K. Sheehy, Thomas E. 
NOVEMBER, 1965 
the annual Wendell F. Grimes Moot Court Compe-
tition. The Board will draft the problem for the 
participants, obtain the attorneys and judges who will 
preside over the: arguments, administer the rules of 
the Competition, and organize the post-argument re-
ceptions and the post-Competition banquet. 
Perhaps the most formidable task facing the Board 
this year is the direction of the new Law Clubs. It 
will provide the clubs with a skeleton format ranging 
from speakers to receptions upon which each organi-
zation will graft its distinctive personality. The aim 
will be a program sufficiently diversified to attract all 
three classes. 
Murphy, Wilson D. Rogers, fohn G. Gill, fr ., and 
Chairman Robert L. Devin. Missing is Professor 
William F. Willier, Moderator. 
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(Continued from page 5) 
competence of its members by conducting workshops 
at its annual meetings on the techniques of the ex-
amination process. Furthermore, it maintains a library 
of bar examination questions of better-than-average 
quality, with analyses, upon which state boards of 
individual bar examiners may draw when they pre-
pare questions. Several states - for example, Cali-
fornia, Connecticut, and Florida - give questions 
that are drafted by law professors and hence may 
be supposed to test the same skills or intellectual 
qualities as are tested .in the law schools themselves. 
The few statistical studies that have been made of 
the correlation between bar examination grades and 
law school grades indicate a good correlation between 
the two. Tentative conclusion: Bar examiners rank 
their candidates in roughly the same order as the law 
schools ranked them in the first place but draw the 
line at a higher level. 
The argument remains, however, that if the bar 
examiners are testing for the same qualities as teachers 
of law, there is no point in retesting for those qualities 
if satisfactory standards have been maintained in the 
law schools themselves. Even with the aid of questions ' 
drafted by teachers it is doubtful that a bar examina-
tion is or can ever be as valid an indicator of intellec-
tual fitness for the practice of law as the three-year 
series of examinations in a respectable law school. 
Thus, in theory, if we could truSt the law schools to 
maintain satisfactory standards and to weed out the 
intellectually unfit there would be no justification for 
state examinations as screening devices. 
The hard truth is that we do not entirely trust the 
weaker law schools to maintain high enough standards 
of admission and performance without the external 
centrol of a test in which all applicants are measured 
against one another. It has been observed even within 
the past generation that economic pressure to accept 
and retain students in order to meet expenses can 
lead to regressive shading of academic standards. The 
prospect of having to produce graduates capable of 
competing reasonably well with the graduates of other 
schools acts as a check against relaxation of standards 
in a marginal school. To most law deans and faculties, 
this indirect method of controlling quality, which has 
the appearance of impartiality and objectivity, is more 
acceptable than criticisms and recommendations based 
upon inspection by teams of academic visitors. It is 
also more likely to lead to remedial action, not merely 
because institutional pride is hurt when bar exam-
ination results are bad but also because fear develops 
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that enrolment will drop off as chronically poor bar 
results become known in undergraduate colleges. 
If one asks why the graduates of schools enjoying 
a reputation for impeccable scholarly integrity are re-
quired to take bar examinations, the answer must 
be, primarily, that a discrimination in favor of gradu-
ates of such schools would be politically insupportable. 
Moreover, the deans of such schools would probably 
acquiesce in the proposition that their graduates are 
needed in the mixture of candidates to set the stand-
ard for all applicants taking the examination. They 
might or might not acquiesce in the further proposi-
tion that a few of their own graduates are not so 
bright or diligent as they should be and thus stand in 
the same need of an independent check before licen-
sure. 
The existence of bar examinations tends to 
cramp law school curricula. 
The bar examination system has an unintended 
effect of discouraging to some unknown extent 
experimentation in curriculum and method in law 
schools. Some students exert pressure to have the 
curriculum contain subjects that are typically covered 
in bar examinations and omit those that are not. 
Anxiety over the bar examination leads some students 
to patronize elective courses dealing with bar exam-
ination subjects regardless of the merits of the 
courses or quality of the teaching. The same anxiety 
promotes in some students a mindless preoccupation 
with assimilating black letter rules and a hostility to 
fundamental analysis in terms of social purposes. 
COMMENT: Bar examiners are supposed to 
grade their answers chiefly on the basis of the analy-
tical skill shown rather than on the student's knowl-
edge of particular local rules. No doubt a certain 
amount of mechanical grading goes on; some un-
imaginative examiners undoubtedly look for answers 
that coincide with model answers prepared in ad-
vance, with harsh results for deviant solutions how-
ever intelligent and well thought Out. Although the 
criteria for setting and grading bar examinations 
seem, on the surface, to coincide with the objectives 
of law school examinations, bar examiners and law 
professors approach the grading of answers with 
different attitudes. On a bar examination, a high 
grade gees to the answer that takes a firm position, 
argues for it persuasively, covering all issues concisely 
in accordance with either the weight of authority or 
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the precedents of the particular jurisdiction. Many 
law school teachers, while setting a high value on 
detection of issues and on conciseness, are interested 
also in the student's ability to reveal possibilities for 
alternative lines of argument and to evaluate legal 
rules in terms of social needs. Few bar examiners are 
interested in reading evaluative discussion. Even so, 
few law teachers refrain from trying to teach in 
depth out of fear that their students will not know 
enough black letter rules when faced with a bar ex-
amination. 
It is doubtful that curricular reform is blocked to 
any serious extent by concern about coverage of bar 
examination subjects. In their curriculum planning, 
the powerful national schools have been more con-
cerned in the past to equip their graduates with the 
background and skills helpful to a good start in me-
tropolitan and government law offices than with bar 
examination results. On the other hand, the smaller 
schools, particularly those whose graduates remain 
chiefly within the state where the school is located, 
may frame their curricula sub silentio with bar ex-
amination coverage as one minor factor in their 
thinking. Since the full-time teachers in such schools 
are likely to be graduates of national law schools, 
they tend not to treat coverage as a dominant con-
sideration in their instruction or in framing curricu-
lum. 
Preparation for bar examinations has a distract-
ing effect on law school seniors. 
M ore serious is the tendency of students in their last year of law school to be distracted from 
their regular course work by preparation for a bar 
examination which they must take after graduation. 
COMMENT: This objection goes not so much to 
bar examinations as to their timing. Where the ex-
amination is held too soon after graduation, it is true 
that some students slight their regular course studies 
to begin review. The problem can be solved without 
resort to the diploma privilege by setting the date of 
the bar examination late enough in the summer so 
that the recent graduates have enough time in which 
to review adequately. Where the bar examination is 
given in late July or in August, students should be 
able to review sufficiently after graduation without 
being distracted from their law school work during 
the semester. Recommendations have been made by 
law schools repeatedly for postponement of bar ex-
aminations until the latter part of the summer. 
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Bar examinations create economic hardship for 
candidates. 
By the requirement that they postpone their entry 
into productive professional work while pre-
paring for bar examinations and waiting for the 
results, law school graduates are subjected to a serious 
economic hardship. Since employment offers are often 
conditioned upon the applicant's passing the exami-
nation and being admitted to practice, the law school 
graduate is often left uncertain about his employment 
until he has learned the result. In a state with many 
candidates, the applicant may wait as long as five 
months from the time he is graduated until the ex-
amination results are announced. For the unsuccessful 
candidate, especially if he has family responsibilities, 
failure on the examination may mean unbearable 
economic hardship. It he takes a full-time non-legal 
job to support himself and family until the next 
examination, he will find it increasingly difficult as 
time passes to do the necessary studying and review. 
COMMENT: If we were sure that failure on the 
examination barred only the intellectually unfit can-
didate from the profession and that success unlocked 
the gates only to the deserving, we might shrug off 
the economic hardship of the losers as an inevitable 
social cost of operating an efficient system. Such is 
not the case. The question is rather one of weighing 
the undeserved economic and personal hardships that 
a few must endure under the system against the 
prophylactic virtue of inducing law schools to main-
tain standards at least to the point that a high per-
centage of their graduates can pass bar examinations 
each year. 
Arguments against the diploma privilege are: 
Study for the bar examination affords a perspec-
tive on the law, affording the student an opportun-
ity to review and consolidate his knowledge of basic 
principles. 
I t is sometimes said that review for the bar .examina-tion gives the law student an opportunIty to re-
fresh his recollection of fundamental rules and prin-
ciples and helps him to develop a broad comprehen-
sion of the law. It is suggested that the law student 
may see the law too much in fragments as a result 
of his having taken courses in which the law is di-
vided into compartments in a way that obscures uni-
fying concepts. Also, study for the bar examination 
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may give the student at least a general familiarity 
with subjects that he did not happen to study syste-
matically in law school. 
COMMENT: If such a comprehensive VIew of 
the law be an important objective of legal education, 
a general examination should be required in law 
school itself. In most law schools, it is not. The field 
of law is so large that the portion covered in a law 
school is only a fragment in any event. Anyone who 
believes that he has a comprehensive view of the law 
after completing three years of law study, with or 
without a comprehensive examination, is laboring 
under an illusion. Large areas are and must remain 
undealt with by the formal law school curriculum. 
While it is probably true that immediately after tak-
ing the bar examination the student has a "better-
organized knowledge of basic rules of law than he 
will ever have again, a more important objective of 
his education is the development of his power to take 
problems apart, to see hidden assumptions, and to 
use concepts in an imaginative way. That objective is 
obscured by emphasis on merely learning rules and 
principles of law and how to apply them. 
In order to make a fair evaluation of the answers 
of all applicants for the bar, including those who 
are not graduates of approved law schools, the 
standards of grading should be established by the 
answers of graduates of approved schools. 
I n many states persons who are not graduates of law 
schools approved by the American Bar Associ-
ation are permitted to take the bar examination. In 
such states, applications may be entertained from 
graduates of schools not approved by the American 
Bar Association and from persons who have studied 
only in lawyers' offices. As a practical matter, the 
standards for passing or failing in any examination 
are affected by the quality of the whole group taking 
the examination. If the better-prepared students are 
not required to take the bar examinations, the result 
will be an inferior group of candidates. Inevitably the 
standard for passing answers will drop. 
COMMENT: This problem could be more easily 
solved by tightening requirements for admission to 
the bar so that graduation from a law school approved 
by the American Bar Association would be a pre-
requisite in all jurisdictions. 
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The bar examination system assures that law 
schools )Vill remain reasonably responsive to the 
needs of the practising bar. 
The bar examination system is said to give the 
practising bar, which has a stake in the edu-
cation of its recruits, some assurance that law schools 
will remain responsive to ·its needs in their curricula 
and methods of instruction. By stating that certain 
subjects will be within the possible coverage of the 
bar examination, the examining authorities insure 
that the law schools pay sufficient attention to topics 
that are of importance in practice. 
COMMENT: This argument is the mirror-image 
of the counter-argument presented earlier, that the 
examination system has a restrictive effect on law 
school curriculum and method. It would be hard to 
demonstrate, first, that the practising bar has a clear 
ide~ of its needs. Each lawyer has a different notion 
of what is needed in the education of recruits to the 
bar, each tending to project the special demands of 
his own practiCe as those of the whole profession. 
Second, it would be hard to demonstrate that the 
law schools are not fully responsive to the needs of 
the profession regardless of the existence of the bar 
examination system. All curriculum changes in the 
schools are made in the belief that they will bring the 
student's law school experience more in line with the 
needs, present or imminent, of his professional life 
broadly understood. 
Conclusion 
The best argument in favor of bar examinations 
is that their existence tends to keep marginal law 
schools from dropping their academic standards. This 
argument becomes less convincing, however, as the 
increasing pressure of student population enables the 
schools to be more selective in their admissions. 
The suggestion is made occasionally that some 
fraction of the top of each class (say, the top quarter 
or third of the class) graduating from law schools 
approved by the American Bar Association might be 
admitted to practice without examination. This sug-
gestion is not acceptable to most law teachers because 
of the intense competition for grades that such a rule 
would engender within the schools themselves. The 
consequence, where so much would be at stake, would 
undoubtedly be to promote among law students pre-
occupation with course grades to a degree that would 
prove injurious to the professional spirit that should 
exist within the school. 
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STUDIES SCHOOL 
I n 1964, the Law School established a Long Range Planning Committee for the determination and 
implementation of the future objectives of the school. 
The Committee's initial efforts were directed towards 
the gathering of facts and opinions from outside it-
self, discussions of school objectives in broad terms, 
and the formulation of plans for future intensive 
study. 
Officers of the various student activities were in-
terviewed, Dean Drinan advised on administrative 
affairs, a meeting with alumni representatives was 
held, and letters seeking suggestions and criticism 
were sent to all alumni. As a result, several concrete 
recommendations were made, the most important of 
which was a general statement on the curriculum 
which, through the further efforts of the curriculum 
committee, resulted in numerous changes. 
In the coming year, the Committee expects to sub-
mit a number of definitive reports to the faculty on 
such diverse subjects as physical facilities of the 
school, faculty recruitment, admissions policies, opti-
mum size of the student body, and student extra-
curricular activities. 
Professor William F. Willier is Chairman of the 
Committee which is composed of Associate Dean 
Francis J. Larkin, Professors Sanford J. Fox, Frederick 
M. Hart, James 1. Houghteling, Jr., Emil Z. Slizewski, 
and James W. Smith. 
FACULTY ON 
A.A.L.S. 
COMMITTEES 
T
he following members of the faculty have been 
appointed to committees of the American Associ-
ation of Law Schools: 
Dean Drinan - Law School Administration; Pro-
fessor Slizewski - Academic Freedom and Tenure; 
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Professor O'Reilly - Administrative Law; Professor 
Smith - Curriculum; Professor Willier - Commer-
cial Law; Professor Hart - Creditors' Rights; and 
Professor O'Byrne - Taxation Round Table Coun-
cil. These committees will meet during the Christmas 
vacation in conjunction with the annual meeting of 
the Association at Chicago. 
BAR EXAM 
RESULTS 
R esults of the July, 1965 Massachusetts Bar Exami-nation reveal that Boston College Law School 
had the highest percentage of passing graduates in the 
state. 80% of the graduates of the Law School were 
successful against a 63.2% figure for all those taking 
the exam for the first time. It was also announced that 
Mr. Charles K. Bergin, Jr. '65 received the highest 
grade of the 291 new attorneys. 
Other results available show that Boston College 
Law School Alumni did equally well in other state[ 
All seven of the New Hampshire applicants passed 
as did the four taking the Connecticut exam. Eight of 
the nine hopefuls in New York were admitted. In 
Wisconsin, the success rate was 100%. He passed. 
FROM THE DUKE 
LAW SCHOOL 
JOURNAL-
If a man were to give another an orange, he would 
simply say: "Have an orange." 
But when the tram"action is entrusted to a lawyer 
to put in writing he adopts this form: "I hereby give 
and convey to you, all and singular, my estate and in-
terest, right, title, claim, and advantages of and in said 
orange, together with all its rind, juice, pulp and pits, 
and all rights and advantages therein, with full power 
to bite, cut, suck, and otherwise to eat the same or 
give the same away with or without the rind, skin, 
juice, pulp or pits, anything hereinbefore or herein-
after of whatever nature or kind whatsoever to the 
contrary notwithstanding." 
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Sir Robert Filmer Proved ... 
You Can't Try a Witch Legally! 
Filmer based his argument on the ancient law that you can't 
convict an accessory before the principal is tried or outlawed 
for nonappearance. Well, a witch was clearly an accessory 
of the DeviJ. And how on earth could you summon the Devil 
or outlaw him for nonappearAnce? An ingenious way to 
prove you can't try a witch, legally! 
The Devil and witchcraft are not likely to 
concern a lawyer who reads this journal, but 
he may find himself bedeviled at times by cer-
tain financial intricacies involved in estate 
planning. At such times it is good to know 
about the experience and proved competence 
of Shawmut's Trust Officers. Won't you let us 
convince you? 
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